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Germanij), Dr. 0. Kraus (jSatur-Mtiseum und Forschungs- Institut Senckenberg, Frankfurt am
Main, Germany), and Prof. Dr. C. Fr. Roewer ( Z> j/citor des Uberseemuseums i.R., Bremen, Germany)

(1) The generic name Argyrodes Simon, 1864 (pre-occupied by Argyrodes Guenee, 1845) was in

common use for more than sixty j'ears. In 1928 the homonjTn}' was discovered by Strand. For
the last twenty j-ears Conopistha Karsch, 1881 , has been used consequently and in accordance with

the Code by most authors as the oldest available name for the genus, i.e., by ExUne, 1945, and by
Roewer in his great " Katalog der Araneae ".

Additionally, there are family name problems in connection with the generic name Argyrodes :

the subfamily-name Arg5Todinae Simon, 1892 [nom. transl. ex ArgjTodae Simon, 1892]. In
accordance with the provisions of the Rules then in force Exline in 1945 changed the name to

Conopisthinae. This name has been used in the main literature subsequently.

Considering the present situation, we conclude that, in principle it is now too late to revive

the old name Argyrodes by means of the plenary powers. After careful consideration we find it

more useful to let matters stand as they now are, i.e., to accept the changes made necessary many
years ago by strict application of the Code. It seems better to maintain only tliis one and now
well-knoAvn resolution than to threaten continuity of nomenclature bj' changing it again by the

re-introduction of a former usage. Therefore, we propose to place the generic name Conopistha

as well as the family-name Conopisthinae on the appropriate Official Lists.

In the proposal the generic names Ariamnes Thorell, 1869, and Rhomphaea L. Koch, 1872,

are mentioned only as potential and earlier subjective sj-nonyms of Conopistha Karsch (or as

junior potential subjective sj-nonyms of Argyrodes Simon). We find these particulars a matter
of personal taxonomic opinion, and therefore they cannot be an argument for decisions by the

Commission.

(2) In principle we support the proposals made by Levi in connection with the generic name
Dipoenura Simon, 1908. The interpretation of the t3^e-species of the genus, as originally desig-

nated by Simon, is to be regarded as doubtful even on the basis of the type-material. By strict

application of the Rules this unimportant generic name Dipoenura permanently threatens the

name for a large taxonomic genus, which Levi in his recent papers and in the proposal has called

Achaearanea Strand, 1929. It is clear that stability of nomenclature is served best by use of the

plenary powers of the Commission in order to set aside the original tj'pe-designation in favour of

D.fimhriata Simon as the t^'pe in accordance with modern usage.

But since Levi's proposals are incomplete, there are other difficulties in this case. Levi wishes

to protect " the large genus Achaearanea Strand, 1929 ", which therefore " would become a junior

subjective synonym ". Levi does not mention that, under the Rules, Achaearanea is not the

earliest name available for the said genus. There is an imdoubted senior subjective sjTionj'm :

Steatoda Sundevall, 1833, type-species Araneus lunatus Clerck, 1757, designation by O.P.-

Cambridge, 1902 (Ann. Mag. nat. Hist., (7) 11 : 11). In this case Levi, 1957, in his publication

on the /S^ea/orfa-species of North and Central America {Bull. Mus. Comp. Zool., 117(3) : states :

" If we were to follow Cambridge, Achaea Keyserling [sic; author of the preoccupied name
Achaea is O.P.-Cambridge, 1882] {= Achaearanea Strand) would be a subjective sjTionym of

Steatoda. However, it seems best to continue the usage of the last fifty years and assume Aranea
bi punctata to b« the type ".
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